In western Britain, particularly the south-west, imported pottery of Mediterranean origin has provided an important means of recognising 5th and 6th-century sites. The ability to link these finds to typologies 
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. Despite the relatively small number of vessels involved, these post-Roman Mediterranean imports have been ascribed significance in revealing connections between western Britain and the eastern Mediterranean after AD 410. Tintagel remains by some margin the site with the largest quantity of material, both by sherd and vessel counts, with estimates of 150 amphorae and 80 fineware vessels recovered from the areas investigated to date (Thorpe 2007, 246) . The recently published report from excavations at Bantham in south Devon has revealed an assemblage with a significant, if smaller, quantity of vessels (Reed et al. 2011) (Figure 2 ). This pottery has additional value in that it allows the identification and dating of 5th-and 6th-century sites in Britain and Ireland, which may otherwise produce limited datable material. The apparent disappearance of imported pottery in Britain in the early 5th century suggested that supply networks broke down until the arrival of these Mediterranean imports in the mid-to later 5th century (Campbell 2007, 138) . As such, the systems by which the later imports arrived have typically been seen as distinct from patterns of importation to Roman Britain. In particular, these post-Roman imports have been interpreted as representing direct shipments from the east Mediterranean, therefore implying some sort of direct connection to the Byzantine world between the 5th and 6th centuries. indicate some connection to a separate import system commencing in the 5th century (Campbell 2007, 19) . Other East Mediterranean amphorae LRA3 and LRA4 are less common at the post-Roman import sites, but have been identified in late Roman contexts in Britain (Campbell 2007, 19-20, 125-6) . Amphorae of North African origin were imported into Roman Britain, particularly in the 3rd and 4th centuries (Williams and Carreras 1995, 234) but are also thought to be found in post-Roman assemblages -though in a smaller proportion to the east Mediterranean types. These later 'North African' imports have usually been grouped within a broad class 'Bv' in British publications, limiting comparison to continental or Mediterranean examples, but reflecting the difficulties in identifying published types based on fragmentary vessels (Campbell 2007,19) . Similarly, recent continental reports commonly subdivide the east Mediterranean amphora types into more closely datable sub-types (see Pieri 2005) . Such refinements may prove useful for future comparisons with the British pottery, but given the scarcity of large or diagnostic sherds on many of the British sites, such precision might not always be possible. The forms of amphora are long lasting and cannot usually be closely dated in themselves. Instead, the dates reflect production dates based on typologies established in the Mediterranean, particularly for the Red Slip finewares (Campbell 2007, 19) .
Beyond amphorae, the presence of imported Mediterranean coarsewares in Britain has been debated following identifications at Tintagel (Batey et al. 1993, 55-9; Thorpe 2007, 233) . Campbell suggested that only a very limited quantity of these sherds might represent imported coarsewaresthe majority might instead be from amphorae, possibly of types previously unrecognised among the British assemblages (Campbell 2007, 24) .
A secondary and subsequent phase of imported pottery from the Continent was later identified (Thomas 1959) . 'E ware' is a coarse ware, possibly produced in western Gaul, which has a wide distribution in western Britain and Ireland (Campbell 2007, 46-7) . The main period for its importation is thought to be the later 6th and 7th centuries, and as a result this ware is less relevant to this specific discussion (Campbell 2007, 46) . Present only in very small numbers in insular contexts, a second ware, 'Dérivées Sigillées Paléochretiénnes' (DSP), is of more relevance as its importation is thought to overlap the main phases of Mediterranean and continental imports (Campbell 2007, 133) . The 'Atlantic group' of DSP, typically non-oxidised and thought to represent imports to Britain (Campbell 2007, 27 ) is likely to have been produced in Bordeaux (Soulas 1996, 237) .
PREVIOUS NEXT CONTENTS SUMMARY ISSUE HOME
Internet Archaeology is an open access journal. Except where otherwise noted, content from this work may be used under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 3.0 (CC BY) Unported licence, which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided that attribution to the author(s), the title of the work, the Internet Campbell 2007, 62,138) . Tintagel, despite earlier interpretations as a religious site, is now also interpreted as a centre of high-status, political control (Barrowman et.al. 2007, 335) . Other sites with imported pottery have been interpreted as seasonal 'beachmarket' or trading centres, although Bantham has recently been described as a 'port' (Reed et al. 2011, 132) The 6th-century data from Toulouse were limited, but the authors were able to conclude that the two urban centres were tied into different systems of supply. The continuing importation of considerable quantities of Spanish amphorae to Toulouse in the 5th century was in contrast to their infrequency at Bordeaux, where North African vessels were more common and where, by the 6th century, east Mediterranean imports came to dominate (Amiel and Berthault 1996, 256) . Observations of proportional differences in the origin of imported amphorae were used to indicate that both cities were ultimately supplied by seaborne commercial routes crossing the Straits of Gibraltar; one route from Lusitania supplying Toulouse via Narbonne, with another, separate channel, conveying North African and eastern products to Bordeaux (Amiel and Berthault 1996, 262; Berthault 1999, 284) . Bordeaux, by this date, would appear not to have been supplied overland via Toulouse but instead by an Atlantic route, which, Berthault argues, ties the settlement to systems reaching the British Isles (Berthault 1999, 153; 2012, 317) (Bidwell et al. 2011, 113-14) . The presence of céramique à l'éponge at Exeter is also seen to reveal late Roman contacts with western France (Bidwell et al 2011, 114) . They propose a model whereby the sites negotiating the exchange of minerals shifted between the late 4th and late 5th century, but although the sites receiving imported Mediterranean pottery changed, the routes of supply did not (Bidwell et al. 2011, 115) (Thomas 1981, 8-9) . Within the Pevensey report a late 6th to 7th-century date is given for 99C (Timby 2011; Bonifay 2004, 179) , although LRFW1 suggested production up to the later 7th century (Cau et al. 2011, 5) . Unfortunately these two sherds are not illustrated, preventing comparison with other British finds. Two sherds were from the same vessel, the rim of which was illustrated in the report. It is described as being closest to Hayes Form 75, which has not previously been identified at any British site (Timby 2011, 145) . The early to mid-5th century date given for this sherd is noted to be 'late amongst the British finds' (Timby 2011, 145) .
Interpreting the Imports
Referring to Bird's study of African Red Slip in Roman Britain (Bird 1977 , 272) , Timby suggests that these vessels are unlikely to represent 'traded cargoes' directed to the site, but instead might represent personal belongings (Timby 2011, 145) . A similar discovery in western Britain would, doubtlessly, be automatically tied to post-Roman, long-distance import systems. The discussion chapter within the report, however, does The distribution pattern of the imported pottery has also been extended by the discovery at Rhynie in eastern Scotland of a small group of amphora sherds of types LRA1 and LRA2 (Noble et al. 2013 (Noble et al. , 1142 .
Excavations at this Pictish site also produced fragments of glass vessels imported from western France (Noble et al. 2013 (Noble et al. , 1142 .
Overall, these recent publications allow the imported material in Britain to be better aligned with patterns in the west Mediterranean, and reveal that imported pottery in post-Roman Britain is both more varied and more widely distributed than traditionally assumed. It is clear that the later 5th and 6th century witnessed the unprecedented supply of east Mediterranean imports -including new types of amphorae and finewareto a new group of sites in western Britain and Ireland. There remains, however, a level of uncertainty regarding the first half of the 5th century, and the potential continuation of late Roman patterns. As mentioned, LRA1 and LRA2 are not thought to be imported to Roman Britain, unlike North African amphorae and the East Mediterranean LRA3 and LRA4.
Campbell describes the increasing identification of North African and Palestinian amphorae at late Roman urban contexts, including examples from London, Gloucester and Exeter (Campbell 2007, 19-22, 125-6) .
However, as these could not be confirmed as post-Roman imports he did not include them in his distribution. Typically, the North African amphorae found at these urban sites are of 3rd to late 4th/early 5th century types, and cannot be easily equated with the later African amphora imports identified in the Atlantic and west Mediterranean. The continuing use of the 'Bv' category has somewhat complicated this distinction.
Similarly, Bird's review did not record any forms of ARS that were necessarily 5th-century imports. The latest identified form, a base of ARS 1977, 275). More recently, sherds of ARS were identified at Shadwell in London, but the identified form -Hayes 50/50A -is of 3rd/4th century date (Douglas et al. 2011, 177-9) . This site also produced a number of North African amphorae of 3rd/4th century date as well as a spatheion type 1; the latter was found in a probable 5th-century context and might feasibly have arrived in the first half of the 5th century (Douglas et al. 2011, 68, 172; Williams 2011, 80) .Three small bodysherds of LRA3 were also found at Shadwell, but it was not clear if these belonged to the earlier one-handled type or the two-handled type that characterises the post-Roman imports (Williams 2011, 81) . Elsewhere, the presence of 'Palestinian' amphorae has suggested a general background of East Mediterranean amphora importation to Britain in the first few decades of the 5th century. An amphora recovered at Billingsgate in London, for example, has been considered to date to the first-half of the 5th century (Marsden 1980, 80-1; Campbell 2007, 125) .
In the light of new Atlantic data, such as the amphora group from Bordeaux, as well as the recent evidence from Bantham and Pevensey, future considerations of the Mediterranean amphorae and fineware interpreted as late Roman imports to Britain have the potential to increase both the chronological range of the post-Roman imports and the extent of their distribution. Certain factors suggest, however, that the western British 'post-Roman' imports represent a separate dynamic -and that there was some break in supply via the Atlantic channels. Firstly, the shift in the focus of Mediterranean imports from urban sites to fortified, hill-top centres and coastal 'beachmarket' sites. Secondly, the lack of locations in Britain with Mediterranean imports of both late 4th/early 5th century date and later 5th/6th century types (LRA1, LRA2; LRC; late forms of ARS) (Campbell 2007, 126 ). An unprovenanced LRA1 was noted by Roberta Tomber from the Museum of London collections, but this was discounted as a 'genuine London find ' (Tomber 2003, 107) . The ARS from Pevensey also presents a possible exception, although it is feasible that these vessels arrived via an alternative, Rhineland, route (Fulford and Rippon 2011, 125) . Finally, the evidence emerging from the Atlantic suggests some continuity in exchange, but an overall reduction in importation from the Mediterranean in the middle decades of the 5th century (Fernández 2014, 128, 415-30) . It is likely that this pattern will have been reflected, and potentially exaggerated, at the northern reaches of this system. It remains to be clarified, additionally, whether trade with Britain was the driving force of this system. Reynolds questioned whether Atlantic sites such as Braga, Vigo, Conimbriga and Tróia were able to 'make a market in their own right' or simply took advantage of passing shipments to Britain (Reynolds 2010, 108) . The continuation of imports to Vigo and Bordeaux beyond the mid-6th century nevertheless suggests that, unless the conventional end-date for the British imports is too early, connections between the Mediterranean and the Atlantic continued after exchange between Britain and the Mediterranean had ceased. Even if trade with Britain was the impetus for the Atlantic system in the 5th century, this may not have remained the case. These questions need to be fully addressed, but regardless, the emerging data from Atlantic sites clearly indicate that 5th and 6th century Britain was part of a more complex system of exchange than previously recognised.
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